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A summarizing sketch 


Epilogue 

Why this further clarification? The previous part offered the line I wanted to sketch out but 
discussions showed that further clarification would be desirable. 

A first part focuses on the relative character of a concept. It is not something concreted in the 
natural order of things. The second is about the historical background of the appreciation of the 
human as a knowing instance par excellence. The third explanation is about another historical 
background: philosophy is not a neutral objective endeavour but the application of a particular 
historical twist. The fourth offers a musing on the fact that the thinking of the Western is in 


essence Greek. The final contribution could be the most important. It discusses the question why 
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the version expressed in “What if...” should be considered as decisive, in other words: why do I 


propose this above all others? 


Prior clarification 


The aim was to depict a basic defining pattern, the big line allowing to raise an understanding 
on the fundamental perspective members of Western Culture use. It sketches the development 
of a change in the act of thinking, a change in the same sense as the concept of “object” became 
understood differently in the post-Galilean period in contrast to the previous Aristotelian 
interpretation. Cutting corners, the level is that of the development of patterns guiding thinking. 
Or take the dimension most of the people in the present time are familiar with, the appreciation 
of the human as a homo sapiens — the knowing man. That suggestion however only appeared in 
the midst of the 18 century introduced by Linnaeus in the Systema Narturae, that recent 
indeed. In the previous period the human was considered a creature of God subject to that 
divine instance or rather the earthly institutions representing his authority. 

The previous pages depict a development on a different level. That of the level of the history of 
ideas not as an ethereal realm only of interest for academic specialists but effectively permeating 
the way the world and all what is happening in it becomes viewed. It structures the thinking, 


the interpretation, the understanding. 


The introduction of the knowing man 


It should be clear. The development as sketched is not all that original. I could only become built 
by puzzling together insights borrowed from different sources. They have been mentioned: from 
Heidegger and Nietzsche to Clagett, Lloyd and Nisbett. 

Even the red line can be discovered in the work of others. Take “The Mirror of Nature” by the 
late Richard Rorty. 

He depicted the stance taken by the Westerner as obsessed by knowledge. In that respect he 
sketched out the developmental steps more strikingly than anyone else ever had done. 

In first instance he sees the role of Plato identifying truth as corresponding with nature. 
Knowledge then is the art to bring forth representations as accurate as possible. 

Descartes adopts that scheme but forces knowledge into the guise of an internalized depiction. 
Taken that way knowledge is the internal representation of an external world. At the same time 
it raises a really hard problem: how to relate the character of a mental representation to the 


tangible body?! 


1 Plato and Descartes seem to use the same scheme; well actually Descartes builds on Plato. There is however an important 
characteristic shifting. For Plato bringing forth speech and by this expressing his thoughts, is a manifest act. Speech is something 
done in the open, in the public arena. Mirroring nature as it is comes down to the content of the spoken words reflecting nature as it 
is in itself. Of importance in Descartes is that the role of the overtly spoken words shifts into the inwardly located thought. In that 
sense the mirror becomes something located inside man. 


And then there is Kant. Taking the Platonian-Cartesian model for granted his project is to 
provide foundation to the knowing instance and to structure knowledge. 

This in a nutshell saddled the Western culture with a particular model of understanding the 
being of man in the world, at the same time prescribing his project: probing true representations. 


Hence knowledge is what characterizes the human. 


The remarkable nature of the project named philosophy 


Philosophy stands for “the love for” (philo) wisdom (sofos). According to the literature it got 
introduced around the 6" century BCE by Pythagoras of Croton. 

In the light of what has been explained wisdom comes down to the endeavour to bring forth a 
true answer on the question what is that what is or the question into the nature or the character 
of that what is.? That what is, the nature of it, becomes a problem to be answered. As such 
philosophy is the name for the adoption and application of the problematization of life and 
being. It in other words philosophy is a project, as an application of the template of 
problematization i.e. the Greek turn. First the world became problematized to be followed to 
find an answer, a solution dissolving the problem. That was the task of philosophy. 

Hence it is not neutral neither taking a meta-position encompassing different philosophical 
approaches; it in itself is nothing but the application of what has been called the Greek turn. 

This does not imply that this endeavour is without merit. On the contrary it brought forth 
science and a plethora of practical applications. But it brackets the status of being the endeavour 
as the queen of all sciences to find the ultimate truth. That glorification stripped off, it is an 


instrumental narrative, extremely effective but a narrative nonetheless. 


The consequence of being Greek, a reflection 


We use concepts in origin Greek. 

Our thinking is guided by the Greek problematizing. 

We seem to be driven to find answers to life as a problem. 

Ironically finding formulation as a problem it led to the insight that this is but one way of 
appreciating what is going on. 

While I was convinced — alas wrongly - that this way of investigating was the most fundamental. 
Fostering that idea have I wasted my life? 

I don’t think so. 


? That is a simplification. Wisdom also encompassed ideas on how to behave according to the true nature of man. But that is not the 
theme discussed here. 
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It led actually exactly to the insight that this is but one way. And further the trajectory following 
from the problematization pattern proved and still proves fruitful in opening abilities by the 


scientific practice which without that pattern never would have seen the light of day. 


The palace of mirrors resolved 


On the palace of mirrors as metaphor 

If the usual objection is that if every version is but a version, then the actual explanation is but a 
version too and, what good reason would there be to valuate the latter higher than a just so 
version? 

Taken this way we seem indeed turning in circles or better still dwelling in a palace of mirrors. 
Wherever we look we are confronted with linguistic reflections.’ The final question then indeed 


comes down to: why would the version offered in these pages be decisive? 


Piercing through the metaphor 

The reason for this kind of intoxication is that we seem to identify the human purely with 
language and language only. 

Imagine however a person walking at the same time expressing linguistically that he is walking. 
The metaphor would force to conclude that he is only a walking being because he reports 
linguistically that he is. It does not take much to understand this is nonsensical. The person is in 
the first place performing an act of locomotion accompanied by expressing linguistically that he 


is walking. 


Applied on the actual subject a person is not reduced to language but is to become understood 
as actor performing an action accompanied by a linguistic expression reporting that action. 
The point to be made is clear: wherever there is a linguistic expression there is an actor in the 


background. He is the necessary condition for the expression to be possible at all. 


That is the first argument to take into account in order to raise a clear understanding of the 


problem posed. There is however more. 


The actor is not a blank slate and the condition he is in does not appear out of the blue. 
Take a dog. The chance that this animal will become confronted with different interpretations — 


storylines or versions — about one single occasion will be about zero. 


5 Lacan for instance refers to this condition as the price paid for entering the symbolic order. It leads to an experience of deficiency, a 
lack, a void. It is about a lack of immediate being, an unconditional given reality (la manqué de 1’étre, le manque a l’étre). There is no 
single signifier able to solve that problem; on the contrary the chain of signifiers installs it again and again. (Expressed in 
“L’angoisse, le semenaire livre X) 


The human species on the other hand acquired the perspective to perceive the world as a set of 
manipulable entities, in short “objects” at the same time taking a particular stance to it known as 
“aboutness”. That is the fruit of evolution. From the perspective of developmental psychology, a 
child immerged in a culture engrained with the said approach of viewing the world as a set of 
manipulable objects, has in an almost Haeckelian way to acquire that very perspective. It results 


in a condition rightfully deserving to be qualified as initial. 


This might need some further explanation. As this subject has been discussed at large in other 
contributions, the following will come limited to the necessary steps. 

- For the coming into being of objectification as the process of organising input into 
configurations fitting the manipulative able hands, reference is made to early chapters of The 
Forgotten Transition providing elaboration on this subject. 

- This went, not as an added dimension but as part of the process, with the development of a 
particular stance to that what was ready at hand: aboutness. It implies taking a view from a 
distance and, originating in the making of a tool also judging the results of the actions 
performed of that what is ready at hand to become a tool. 

All this results in an object and it becomes considered from a distance; the latter is to be 
understood as a stance and not as a geometrical measurable distance. 

- Taking a giant leap, the object acquires the function of a substituting stimulus or as Vygotsky 
calls it: a stimulus of second order. Stimuli with that function provoke displacement in space 
and time in the experience, by this laying the foundation of what is recognized as narratives.‘ 

- The material elements — objects - underscore the narrative. The latter can become put to use in 
two different functions (in the actual context). 

a) it can be episodic, evoking a storyline (reporting an event from the past for instance) 

b) it can as well express a criterion i.e. based on comparison (objects can be preferred above 
other objects, valuated more than others) 


This in a few broad strokes introduces the initial abilities of the actor, abilities relevant in the 
actual context. It sketches a very different situation than being lost in a palace in which language 


mirrors and reflects endlessly. 


In summary: 
An actor provided with — rather doomed to - the stance of aboutness takes storylines into 
consideration meaning that these are judged on the basis of a criterion. That criterion is not 


something mysterious: it is yet another storyline in which situations are evaluated and ordered. 


4 Again, I am taking giant steps here and the interested reader is strongly advised to refer to other contributions elaborating on this 
subject such as The Forgotten Transition, The Supplement to it; The 5th ape etc. 


Evaluation in turn can be simple or sophisticated. It is simple as in making a choice between 
fruit which is still green and others orange-reddish. Sophistication is based on previous 


evaluations and combinations of evaluations. 


Returning to the basic question 


If every story is but a story why should the version presented to be preferred? 


As explained there is an actor — primordial and necessary condition — bringing forth narratives. 
By education transformed into an orientation of aboutness he is able to manipulate narratives as 
if they were things. He can consider these; moreover evaluate versions making use of other 
narratives reflecting preferences based on prior experiences. 

As mentioned this condition should not be considered as an ability added but as a 


transformation. 


The steps leading to the preferred version made concrete: 

1. I am able to abstract the episodic content of storylines and to restrict myself to list 
manipulations needed to provoke certain behaviour or effects. (In common parlance known as 
procedures, what I called elsewhere “minimal semantics”) 

2. Based on experience as criterion (taking the guise of a narrative), I am able to decide — a mode 
of preferring - which of the possible narratives on offer leads to a result I value higher or more 
accurate. For instance the narrative offered by the practice coined scientific offers more reliable 
predictions than the narratives offered by theism and therefore... . 

3. From this follows that criteria play a key role. These can be aimed at different outcomes: 

a 
b 


c) negotiation: allows to negotiate the environmental conditions to a satisfactory condition 


) therapeutic: the storyline provides relief; (forms of psychotherapy, religions, mystic...) 

) truth value: the storyline accords to the ideas imposed by Plato or to a set of logical rules; 

d) technical effect: the execution of the procedure results into the expected condition. The latter 
can also be taken as offering an explanation: if a condition can become generated by the 
performance of a particular series of action, than it can become considered explained. It is clear 
that this type of explanation is operational and does not probe the essential qualities.° The latter 
form is an expectancy raised by the Greek turn. Actually, the whole idea of offering an 
explanation is a product of the Greek turn. There is nothing wrong with that. The main thing is 
to be conscious of the fact that this is a particular version and, maybe the preferred version 


because it delivers what is liked best. 


5 Who dares to engage in consulting textbooks on that subject can expect many pages of fine tuned considerations not seldom 
turning to formal logical formulations. It will be obvious that the approach taken here does not engage in that practice and focuses 
on pragmatics. 


What has been called palace of mirrors in the introduction is caused by the adoption of 
understanding language as bringing forth something mental, a suggestion defended by 
Descartes.° He considers it a gift of God; an instrument to express ideas rooted in the divine 
inspiration. It will no ask a lot of imagination to realize that a view like this escapes any attempt 


to get some grasp on the subject. 


The alternative view 

What is called language, in the broadest of meanings, should rather be considered as the whole 
of actions on means aimed at provoking displacement in the experience. This effect feeds and 
guides behaviour in the act of negotiating the Umwelt. In contrast to the Cartesian view, the 
remarkable characteristic is that the said means are tangible in the observable performance of a 
specific action. In short, language as practice is the whole of said operations and the resulting 
effects. Again, these are not free floating ethereal mental whiffs but observable in their form of 
signs, phonetic gestures and contemporary images of neural activities. Taken this point of view 


the palace of mirrors evaporates, becoming altogether obsolete. 


Recapitulation 

Because of the importance it is useful to recapitulate step by step what has been argued 

1. It started with the problematic experience of a palace of mirrors. Wherever one looked 
language appeared in any direction — implying that whatever to be chosen, it all could be 
considered but version, a linguistic construct. 

2. The actor so far out of reach became introduced as a major step into the understanding. 

3. He is characterized by a particular condition: making use of means, interpreting the 
environment as a set of manipulable entities considered from a distance. 

4. This condition coming down to an ability or better still a skill, allows to objectify the semantic 
content of linguistic expressions hence making these subject to an act of consideration and 
evaluation. (one version compared to another etc.) More extensively worded it implies that the 
version as product of a mediated manipulation (the operation introducing displacements in the 
experience) itself can become taken as an object in a further manipulation taking the character of 
an evaluation. 

5. This development can be presented as a series of operations to be performed, by this giving 
rise to particular effects in the experience in turn being of influence on subsequent behaviour. In 
short, it is all about operations, the effects and the evaluation of the latter possibly giving rise to 


further operations etc. 


6 For an introduction on the mind as an instance, reference made to another contribution “Unveiling the Mind”. 


Take the occurrence of the actual text as an illustration. It has not been appearing out of thin air. 
An actor is involved and the text is the product of the operations he performed. No author, no 
text. Again the presentation of the existence of an actor is primordial to a textual product. The 
argument that this anew is a version is correct but it overlooks the hard fact instantiated by the 
presence of the actor and the actions performed. Otherwise formulated, the interpretation only 
acknowledging the occurrence of versions — hence resulting in a palace of mirrors, equals the 
stubborn belief in the existence of minds in the sense of ghostly or ethereal instances. This then 
in the end becomes a game of suggestive gestures, better still: a clever waving of hands. 

6. It should be added that the tacit but alas still prevailing appreciation of the effect in the guise 
of a mental quality is the fruit of a historic interpretation, maybe colourful but alas folkloric and 


misleading.’ 


On the version preferred 

One last question is to be answered. Why endorse the version expressed in this exposition? 
Darwin made clear that the human is but a species amongst all. In the last paragraph of “The 
Origin...” he further explained that an organism is driven by primary motives. Both are 
principles coming to me as impossible to refute. From these follow that any organism in first 
instance is to be viewed as negotiating the fluctuations of the environment in order to satisfy the 
said motivation; hence the organism takes the form of an agent performing some mode of 
action. 

That is the condition the human fundamentally is in, a species like all others performing action 
in an Umwelt. Therefore the focus should go onto the operations performed in relation to the 
resulting effects. That to me is the decisive conclusion following from the basic condition. The 
involvement of means, instruments or tools embedded in the said condition instantiates a 
radical turning point. But that does not eradicate the condition mentioned. It all comes down to 
a particular way to negotiate the Umwelt. Richard Leaky in conversation with Richard Dawkins 
specifies “the human is an ape doing things differently”. Respecting the biological fate of having 
to negotiate the world the question then is “in what way precisely is he doing things 
differently?” 

This justifies the view preferred and sketches out the resulting project in trying to understand 
how the human does things differently. 

That what in mainstream terminology becomes called mental is but a particular historical 
interpretation of actions and effects, in particular these effects and abilities experienced as 


difficult to grasp. In the endeavour to overcome that frustration metaphors are called for help. 


7 This is a tenacious conviction. In the scientific community it will turn out difficult to find someone underscoring the Cartesian 
duality. However the concept of mind and the quality called mental remain alive and kicking. How is this incoherence to be 
understood? 


These are actually versions closely connected to technical innovations such as the view that the 
brain functions like a computer. It will not be demanding to understand that representations 
such as these impede and veil a clear view on operations which are actually performed in plain 


view. 


Summarizing sketch 


Primary motivated 


making use of means, 
provoking displacement 
fs 


actor/agent 


; . construing narratives 
driven to negotiate the 8 


environment 


expressing 


actiontheory . 
; panpsychisin 


animisin 
mysthology 
theisin 
epic, lyric. 
scientific 


whatever the storyline or 
version... from technical point 
of view these are produced in 
the same way 


taking into account the 
motivation mentioned the 
version to prefer is the one 
offering the most effective mode 
of negotiation 


instrumentalism 
operationalism 


